CITY OF DUBLIN HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL ASSESSMENT — INDIVIDUAL PROPERTY SHEETS

Parcel 273-000036 Address 38 W Bridge St OHI N/A

Year Built: 1965 Map No: 116 Photo No:  1792-1795 (7/10/16)

Theme:  Government Historic Use: Post Office Present Use: Vacant

Style: Modernist Movement ~ Foundation: Poured concrete Wall Type:  Brick

Roof Type: Flat Exterior Wall: Brick Symmetry: No

Stories: 1 Front Bays: - Side Bays: -

Porch: Flat roof supported by ~ Chimney: None visible Windows:  Fixed aluminum-
metal posts on frame display
southeast corner windows, & awnings

Description: The one-story brick building has a rectilinear footprint and a flat roof. The west half of the facade has a
projecting stone-faced walll, with a glazed entrance on its east side. The east half of the fagade is glazed by aluminum-
framed display windows and sheltered by a flat-roof porch. Awning windows are used on the side elevations, and a
loading dock is on the rear of the building.

Setting: The building is located on the north side of W Bridge St in the old village center of Dublin. A flag pole is in front
of the building, and a paved parking lot extends between the building and street.

Condition: Good

Integrity:  Location: Y Design: Y  Setting: Y  Materials: Y
Workmanship: 'Y  Feeling: Y  Association: Y

Integrity Notes: The building has excellent integrity.

Historical Significance: The building is within the boundaries of the City of Dublin’s local Historic Dublin district. The
property is recommended as a contributing resource to the recommended Dublin High Street Historic District, boundary
increase, which is more inclusive of historic resources in the original village.

District:  Yes Local Historic Dublin district Contributing Status: Recommended contributing
National Register:  Recommended Dublin High Street Property Name: N/A
Historic District, boundary increase

38 W Bridge St, looking northwest 38 W Bridge St, looking southeast

Map Grid 116 - 11
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City of - -
Dublin  Architectural Review Board
~ OHIO, USA Wednesday, January 25, 2023 | 6:30 pm

The Architectural Review Board took the following action at this meeting:

2, Franklin Street Extension Project - Landscaping at 50 W. Bridge Street

22-179MPR Minor Project Review

Proposal: Modifications to landscaping on private property in association with the
Franklin Street Extension Project.

Request: Review and approval of a Minor Project under the provisions of Zoning
Code §153.176 and the Historic Design Guidelines.

Applicant: Brian Gable, Deputy Director of Engineering — Design and Construction

Planning Contact: Sarah T. Holt, AICP, ASLA, Senior Planner
Contact Information: 614.410.4662, sholt@dublin.oh.us
Case Information: www.dublinohiousa.gov/arb/22-179

MOTION 1: Ms. Cooper moved and Ms. Damaser seconded, to approve the Waiver to allow the black,
vinyl-coated, chain-link fence improvement.
VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Waiver was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Gary Alexander Yes
Sean Cotter Yes
Martha Cooper Yes
Michael Jewell Yes
Hilary Damaser Yes

MOTION 2: Mr. Jewell moved and Ms. Damaser seconded, to approve the Minor Project.
VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Minor Project was approved.

RECORDED VOTES: STAFF CERTIFICATION

Gary AIeXa nder YeS DocuSigned by:

Sean Cotter Yes

Martha Cooper Yes Sgﬁ”;“’sj;‘mm&

Michael Jewell Yes Sarah Trésouthick Holt, AICP, ASLA
Hilary Damaser Yes Senior Planner

PLANNING 5200 Emerald Parkway  Dublin, Ohio 43017  phone: 614.410.4600 dublinohiousa.gov

EVERYTHING GROWS HERE.




City of
Dublin

OHIO, USA

Architectural Review Board
Wednesday, January 25, 2023

CALL TO ORDER

Mr. Alexander, Chair, called the January 25, 2023, meeting of the City of Dublin Architectural Review Board
(ARB) to order at 6:31 p.m.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Chair led the Pledge of Allegiance.

ROLL CALL

Board Members present: Mr. Alexander, Mr. Cotter, Mr. Jewell, Ms. Cooper, and Ms. Damaser
Staff present: Ms. Holt and Ms. Goliver
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2. Franklin Street Extension Project - Landscaping at 50 W. Bridge Street
22-179MPR, Minor Project Review

The Chair stated this application was a request for modifications to landscaping on private property in
association with the Franklin Street Extension Project from the City of Dublin Department of Engineering.

Staff Presentation

Ms. Holt stated just the improvements on private property were going to be discussed. An aerial view was
shown of the proposed road extension with the associated project site within two different zones. The
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Historic District, Historic Core is on the east side of Franklin Street, and Historic District, Historic Public is
on the west side where the school is located. Darby Street Public Parking Lot and J. Liu’s Restaurant is to
the east, to the south is Bridge Street, and the library garage is to the north. The existing chain link fence
was noted in one of the photographs taken along Franklin Street. There are three different project areas:

The first area is at the School. Emerald City Tulip Trees are proposed for along the newly-relocated access
drive. The current fence will be replaced with a new black, vinyl-coated chain-link fence and screened with
compact size Pfitzer Junipers in the new location. A Waiver has been requested as chain-link fencing is not
normally permitted in the district.

The second area is at J. Liu’s Restaurant, where a drive aisle and parking spaces were previously located.
A variety of shrubs, small trees, and foundation plantings have been proposed. Two small walls will be
added on each side of the entry drive to match other walls to match those at the Darby Street Public
Parking Lot.

The third project area is at the Darby Street Parking Lot. A variety of small trees, shrubs, and grasses,
(listed in the Planning Report) will be installed to screen the parking lot and utilities.

The majority of the Waiver Approval Criteria have been met or are not applicable. Overall, this is an
improvement to the area. The application was also reviewed against the Minor Project Review Criteria,
which have been met. Planning recommends approval of both the Waiver and the Minor Project without
conditions.

Questions for Staff

There were none.

Applicant Presentation

The Chair determined the Board could make a determination on this case without further presentations,
which Mr. Gable agreed to.

Questions for the Applicant

There were none.

Public Comment

There were no public comments received.
Board Discussion

The Chair determined the Waiver was sufficiently discussed at the last meeting and called for a motion to
approve the Waiver.

Ms. Cooper moved and Ms. Damaser seconded, to approve the Waiver to allow the black, vinyl-coated,
chain-link fence improvement.

Vote: Mr. Alexander, yes; Mr. Cotter, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; Mr. Jewell, yes; and Ms. Damaser, yes.
[Motion Carried 5 - 0]
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Mr. Jewell moved and Ms. Damaser seconded, to approve the Minor Project.
Vote: Mr. Alexander, yes; Mr. Cotter, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; Mr. Jewell, yes; and Ms. Damaser, yes.
[Motion Carried 5 — 0]

The Chair affirmed the Minor Project was approved.

The Chair indicated Cases three and four will be presented together.
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City of - -
Dublin  Architectural Review Board
~ OHIO, USA Wednesday, April 27, 2022 | 6:30 pm

The Architectural Review Board took the following action at this meeting:

2. Fox in the Snow at 38 W. Bridge Street

22-034MPR Minor Project Review

Proposal: Exterior modifications to an existing building on a 0.29-acre site zoned
Historic District, Historic Core.

Location: Northwest of the intersection of W. Bridge Street with Darby Street.

Request: Review and approval of a Minor Project Review under the provisions of
Zoning Code §153.176 and the Historic Design Guidelines.

Applicants: Andrew Rosenthal, GRA+D Architects; and
Jason Liu, Shanghi Enterprises, LLC.

Planning Contact: Taylor Mullinax, Planner I

Contact Information: 614.410.4632, tmullinax@dublin.oh.us
Case Information: www.dublinohiousa.gov/arb/22-034

MOTION 1: Mr. Jewell moved and Mr. Cotter seconded, to approve the first Waiver:

1. 8§153.173(I)(10) Alternative Screening_Requirement: In lieu of compliance with the requirements of
§153.173(I), an alternative approach to accommodate unique site conditions may be approved if the
required reviewing body determines that the proposed alternative achieves the aesthetic,
environmental, and screening results as well or better than compliance with the standards of
§153.06(1).

Request: To permit the use of extruded aluminum material for roof mechanical equipment screening.

VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Waiver for alternative screening was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Gary Alexander Yes
Sean Cotter Yes
Martha Cooper Yes
Michael Jewell Yes
Hilary Damaser Yes

MOTION 2: Mr. Jewell moved and Mr. Cotter seconded, to approve the second Waiver:

2. §153.174(D)(1) Windows_Requirement: Windows shall be wood, metal-clad wood, or vinyl-clad
wood. The ARB may approve other high quality synthetic materials with examples of successful, high
quality installations in comparable climates.

Request: To permit the use of steel framed windows.
Page 1 of 3
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2. Fox in the Snow at 38 W. Bridge Street
22-034MPR Minor Project Review

VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Waiver for a window made of a different material was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Gary Alexander Yes
Sean Cotter Yes
Martha Cooper Yes
Michael Jewell Yes
Hilary Damaser Yes

MOTION 3: Ms. Damaser moved and Mr. Cotter seconded, to approve the Parking Plan as follows:
A total of 30 spaces is required for this site. 18 spaces are on site including 1 ADA space with the
additional 12 spaces obtained through a Shared Parking Agreement with 50 W. Bridge Street, J-
Liu Restaurant. Both businesses are owned by the same person so patrons to each establishment
will have access to all spaces combined.

VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Parking Plan was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Gary Alexander Yes
Sean Cotter Yes
Martha Cooper Yes
Michael Jewell Yes
Hilary Damaser Yes

MOTION 4: Mr. Cotter moved and Ms. Cooper seconded, to approve the Minor Project with five
amended conditions:

1) That the dumpster enclosure be fully screened within two years;
2) That the applicant shall work with Staff on the window muntins on the east elevation to better
respond to the architectural style of the building. The window divisions on the east and south

elevations do not need to match;

3) That the applicant continues to work with Staff to provide south elevation windows that could
incorporate muntins in a way that is consistent with the existing character of the building;

4) That all items, which require maintenance, repair, or replacement, include but are not limited to,
the rear awning, gutters and downspouts; and chipping paint will be fully addressed to the City’s
satisfaction, within one year; and
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2. Fox in the Snow at 38 W. Bridge Street
22-034MPR Minor Project Review

5) That the applicant works with Staff to administratively approve any color changes to the awning
on the north elevation.
VOTE: 5-0

RESULT: The Minor Project was approved.

RECORDED VOTES:

Gary Alexander Yes
Sean Cotter Yes
Martha Cooper Yes
Michael Jewell Yes
Hilary Damaser Yes

STAFF CERTIFICATION

DocuSigned by:

Taylor Mullinax, Planner I
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2. Fox in the Snow at 38 W. Bridge Street, 22-034MPR, Minor Project Review

The Chair stated this application was a request for exterior modifications to an existing building on a 0.29-
acre site zoned Historic District, Historic Core. The site is northwest of the intersection of W. Bridge Street

with Darby Street.
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3. Foxin the Snow at 38 W. Bridge Street, 22-042MSP, Master Sign Plan

The Chair stated this application was a request for the installation of a £19-square-foot wall sign for an
existing building zoned Historic District-Historic Core. The 0.29-acre site is northwest of the intersection of
W. Bridge Street with Darby Street.

Staff Presentation

Ms. Mullinax stated a review and approval was being requested for a Minor Project Review for exterior
modifications and a Master Sign Plan for a wall sign, both at 38 W. Bridge Street. She presented an aerial
view of the site that included 63 feet of frontage along W. Bridge Street and surrounded by commercial
uses. The existing International Style building was built in 1965 and originally served as a U.S. Post Office
until 1982. The masonry building features a stone accent wall and a covered entryway on its front facade
[current photograph shown]. The building was recommended contributing (HCA 2017). The same entity
owns this property as well as the one next door at 50 W. Bridge Street where the J-Liu restaurant is located.
The applicant has proposed a coffee shop for the 2,958-square-foot building, along with a unigue sign
concept, which is the Fox in the Snow’s brand. The front of the building faced W. Bridge Street and the
rear faced Wing Hill Lane [photographs shown]. Additional existing conditions for the site [photographs]
included the east elevation, which faced the Dublin Veterinary Clinic, and the west elevation that faced the
J-Liu restaurant.

Minor Project Review

Proposed modifications on the Site Plan included adding landscaped islands throughout the site and
replacing dying plants in the existing planted islands. Restriping and reconfiguring the existing parking will
include the parking spaces where the ADA parking is located while repairing the ADA ramp. The flag pole
and bollards near the front entry will be removed.

Parking required for this site to contain an eating and drinking establishment is 30 parking spaces; 18
spaces are proposed on the site with an additional 12 spaces obtained through a shared parking agreement
with 50 W. Bridge Street, J-Liu restaurant. Both sites are owned by the same person so all patrons will
have access to the combined spaces between both properties. Staff is in favor of the Parking Plan as
presented.

On the south elevation, the applicant proposed to add:
e New steel frame windows and a front entry door (requiring a Waiver);
e Muntins to the storefront windows;
e Cedar planks to the ceiling of the covered entry to address water damage; and
o A trellis system on the existing stone fagade to help create the applicant’s signature sign concept.

The applicant also proposed to paint the gas meter to match the stone fagade to conceal this utility.

Staff supported a Waiver for the steel material. Staff and the City’s preservation architect who consulted
on the project, did not recommend adding muntins to the storefront windows. The reason cited was “Adding
muntins would take away from the simple material aesthetic of the glass, and changing the window
proportions alters the overall material composition.”

On the east elevation, the applicant proposed to:

« Enlarge the existing opening of the horizontal ribbon window and add muntins;
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¢ Add a new window to the left of the existing window opening

Staff was supportive of using two horizontal rows of windows that match the existing, where the stone sill
is retained/repeated, to best honor the architecture.

Staff was not supportive of the muntins as proposed; rather, Staff recommended the muntins be diminished
so that they are less visible.

Staff did not support the window opening as its form is not architecturally appropriate for the International
Style of architecture.

On the north elevation, the applicant proposed to:

s Clean, repair, or replace the existing blue awning. If replacement is needed, this item will be
administratively approved by Staff; and
¢ Remove the existing non-compliant flood light.

The applicant proposed the following materials and colors:

e RTU screening made by Industrial Louvers, Inc. is an extruded aluminum product, in an anodized
clear color to match the era of the building;

Cedar for the front entry ceiling;

A&S Steel frame windows and door;

Jakob GreenGuide Trellis;

Hubbell Sling Series of lighting for the east elevation;

‘Repose Gray’ paint for the gas meter and piping, which matches the stone;

‘Rockwood Terra Cotta’ paint for the electric meter box and downspout that matches the brick;

Staff supported the Waiver for the Industrial Louvers for RTU screening and the window and door materials
proposed.

An approval was recommended for two Waivers:

1. 8§153.173(I)(10) Alternative Screening_Requirement: In lieu of compliance with the requirements of
§153.173(1), an alternative approach to accommodate unique site conditions may be approved if the
required reviewing body determines that the proposed alternative achieves the aesthetic,
environmental, and screening results as well or better than compliance with the standards of
§153.06(1).

Request: To permit the use of extruded aluminum material for roof mechanical equipment screening.

2. §153.174(D)(1) Windows_Requirement: Windows shall be wood, metal-clad wood, or vinyl-clad wood.
The ARB may approve other high quality synthetic materials with examples of successful, high quality
installations in comparable climates.

Request: To permit the use of steel framed windows.

An approval was recommended for the Parking Plan as follows:

A total of 30 spaces is required for this site. 18 spaces are on site including 1 ADA space with the
additional 12 spaces obtained through a Shared Parking Agreement with 50 W, Bridge Street, J-Liu
restaurant. Both businesses are owned by the same person so patrons to each establishment will have
access to all spaces combined.
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An approval was recommended for the Minor Project with five conditions:

1) The site circulation will change with the impacts of the Franklin Street improvements. Within two
years, the owner of the properties at 38 and 50 W. Bridge Street, this tenant, and the City, shall
make a joint application for a Minor Project to address parking layout, parking space sizes, and
circulation; pedestrian circulation; bike parking; landscaping and screening; and dumpster
location(s) and required screening at the time of the Franklin Street extension project on both
properties;

2) If the Franklin Street site circulation project (condition 1) is not completed within 2 years, the
dumpster enclosure must be fully screened;

3) The square window on the east elevation shall not be approved and muntins on the south fagade
shall not be approved. The applicant shall work with staff on the arrangement of the horizontal
ribbon window on the east elevation, including muntin design, to better respond to the architectural
style of the building;

4) All items which require maintenance, repair, or replacement, which include but are not limited to,
the rear awning, gutters and downspouts, and chipping paint will be fully addressed to the City’s
satisfaction, within one year; and

5) That the applicant work with Staff to administratively approve any color changes to the awning on
the north elevation.

Master Sign Proposal

The applicant proposed a 10-square-foot, dimensional wall sign for the front elevation that faced W. Bridge
Street located at a height of 6 feet, 4 inches from grade to the top of the sign, and would be mounted to
the existing stone wall with 4-inch stainless steel stand-offs attached at the mortar joints. The custom
aluminum, powder-coated green sign features a fox painted with white highlights to accentuate the features
of the fox, appearing to be diving into the snow for food. There is no dimensional lettering of text, which
is the brand image. The fox will be halo-lit from behind, encircled with Boston Ivy, which was part of the
tenants brand image. This wall sign would provide visual interest and vibrancy to the streetscape as shown
at the other locations. The proposed wall sign deviated from the Code due to its size, custom aluminum
sign material, and the fox as the brand image in lieu of dimensional lettering.

An approval was recommended for the Master Sign Plan with the following condition:

1) That the applicant apply for permanent sign permits through Building Standards, prior to installing
the wall sign.

The future City project - Franklin Street Extension was relative to tonight’s discussion but not part of this
application. Franklin Street is due to be extended west of 50 W. Bridge Street, starting construction in the
spring of 2023. Staff is working with the property owner (Jason Liu) and the City regarding the site changes
including parking and circulation of both sites. The changes will NOT affect the shared parking agreement
between the two sites. The owner, future tenant, and the City of Dublin will submit a joint ARB application
for future site modifications for both sites at the appropriate time.
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Questions for Staff

Mr. Alexander — Inquired about the Staff's request for the muntins to be less visible. He asked if that meant
Staff wanted less muntins used or thinner muntins?

Ms. Taylor — Staff deferred to the architect.

Mr. Alexander — Requested further clarification on the windows.

Ms. Tayler — Staff supported the steel to be used instead of the existing aluminum but would like the overall
storefront form to remain,

Applicant Presentation

Mr. Rosenthal — Introduced himself as the architect for the applicant. Staff comments make this sound
easier than it is. As architects, we are very aware of the International Style of architecture. The first design
shared with the client and Staff was definitely reflecting of the International Style and would have been
easy to approve. The client did not support that design for their type of business. The design provided in
the packet to the Board is what the client ideally wants to have, which is clearly not the International Style
of architecture. Lots of people want the steel windows as they are very substantial and nice but there are
not many that want to pay the higher price for it. He has looked over this property with many clients over
the past four or five years. Their proposal is probably the closest fit from what they have seen, however
not a perfect fit. The client would like to replicate the Fourth Street location. His client understood what
Staff was proposing was more relevant or accurate to the International Style but what the client proposed
was very high quality and could be reversed to the original post office if desired in the future. Something
has to be done. The existing door was not original, just insulated glass but all the other glazing was original
single pane and anyone would have to replace it with something. From an energy perspective, whoever
takes this building over will need to replace the windows. The east facade makes sense for a post office
needing a blank wall but probably would not be desired by any other use on Bridge Street. This is where
architecture meets commerce. The question is how much the Board will allow deviation from the original
structure to accommodate this user or push it down the road and hope to find someone who is willing to
use the building closer to what it was originally.

Questions for the Applicant

Mr. Cotter —Windows were on the east fagade to aesthetically bring light into the building.

Mr. Rosenthal — He was not clear on what Staff was recommending.

The Board was also unsure of the expectations.

Mr. Jewell — The east facade would be important to a business that would need light in the morning. He
understood adding more windows period, due to the type of business it was proposed to be.

Mr. Alexander — Inquired about the purpose of the proposed square window Staff had said should not be
approved on the east elevation.,

Mr. Rosenthal — To get more light into the intended dining room space and leave the existing header intact.
That was the remaining piece that had some flexibility to it from the client’s perspective. There was a
fundamental question on the table, which was what the Board could or could not live with more of an
industrial sash than what would have been typical on this structure in the 60s. Staff has been great to work
with and very helpful but he did not have much confidence that there was a solution that both the client
and Staff could live with or what the consultants would agree to.

Mr. Alexander ~ Suggested a design with less grids. He had visited the Fox in the Snow on North 4t Street,
He asked if there was a middle ground because this architect is good.

Mr. Rosenthal — They have drawn many iterations. His client has said if this does not work for Dublin, they
will find a different location to do what they wanted to do.
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Mr. Alexander — He was concerned with the proposal with suspending a line of brick for this long strip and
having a window up high and one down below. Constructability of that would be a major challenge and
would look peculiar as an architect/designer.

Public Comment

There were no comments submitted by the public but Mr. Holton wished to address the Board.
Tom_Holton, 5957 Roundstone Place, said he was happy to see something happening with the old post
office as it had been vacant for 10 years. He requested clarification on the proposal. He asked if a trellis
was planned for the whole stone fagade to which Ms. Mullinax answered affirmatively. He suggested not
doing that as this was a historic building as the first permanent post office in Dublin. It is a treasure, even
though people may not see it that way. Before 1965, Dublin did not have a post office, the services moved
from building to building, which is pointed out on tours, etc. that this is an important building in Dublin’s
history. If the trellis is as important as he understood it from the presentation, and part of the identity for
the brand, as the ivy is incorporated into the logo. He asked that the trellis only be incorporated behind
the logo and not over all the stone. He clarified the logo is proposed at 10 square feet in size, which is
larger than what the Code permits.

The Chair — Answered he understood why Staff was okay with the size given other things that have been
approved at this size and larger.

Mr. Holton — Requested the size be reduced.

Board Discussion

The Chair — Suggested going through each motion and conducting the discussion for each item. The first
motion are the two Waivers for mechanical equipment and steel windows. The Waiver is just for the material
of the windows, not the design.

Mr. Jewell moved and Mr. Cotter seconded, to approve the first Waiver as part of the Minor Project:

1. §153.173(I)(10) Alternative Screening Requirement: In lieu of compliance with the requirements of
§153.173(1), an alternative approach to accommodate unique site conditions may be approved if the
required reviewing body determines that the proposed alternative achieves the aesthetic,
environmental, and screening results as well or better than compliance with the standards of
§153.06(1).

Request: To permit the use of extruded aluminum material for roof mechanical equipment screening.

Vote: Mr. Alexander, yes; Ms. Damaser, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; Mr. Jewell, yes; and Mr. Cotter, yes.
[Approved 5-0]

Mr. Jewell moved and Ms. Damaser seconded, to approve the second Waiver related to the Minor Project:

2. §153.174(D)(1) Windows_Requirement: Windows shall be wood, metal-clad wood, or vinyl-clad wood.
The ARB may approve other high quality synthetic materials with examples of successful, high quality
installations in comparable climates.

Reqguest: To permit the use of steel framed windows.

Vote: Ms. Damaser, yes; Mr. Cotter, yes; Mr. Alexander, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; and Mr. Jewell, yes.
[Approved 5-0]
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Ms. Damaser moved and Mr. Cotter seconded, to approve the Parking Plan for the Minor Project as follows:

A total of 30 spaces is required for this site. 18 spaces are on site including 1 ADA space with the
additional 12 spaces obtained through a Shared Parking Agreement with 50 W. Bridge Street, J-Liu
restaurant. Both businesses are owned by the same person so patrons to each establishment will have
access to all spaces combined.

Vote: Ms. Cooper, yes; Mr. Jewell, yes; Mr. Alexander, yes; Mr. Cotter, yes; and Ms. Damaser, yes.
[Approved 5-0]

The Chair — Asked if the last condition could be approved without the owner present., He was not
comfortable that the owner was not present to speak to any of the conditions. He asked Mr. Rosenthal if
he and the owner have had any discussions about this specifically.

Mr. Rosenthal — He was only aware that Staff had definitely communicated with the owner and there is
general consensus around of what the possibilities are because the City’s plans are somewhat in flux.

Ms. Holt — The last condition can be stricken for now but the owner has met with Planning, Engineering,
Transportation and Mobility early last week and they discussed this as a concept for the overall site
improvements. We all have a good understanding of what needs to happen and that can be worked out
separately as part of the Franklin Street Extension.

Mr. Cotter moved and Mr. Jewell seconded, to approve the Minor Project with five amended conditions:
1) That the dumpster enclosure be fully screened within two years;

2) That the applicant shall work with Staff on the window muntins on the east elevation to better
respond to the architectural style of the building. The window divisions on the east and south
elevations do not need to match;

3) That the applicant continues to work with Staff to provide south elevation windows that could
incorporate muntins in a way that is consistent with the existing character of the building;

4) That all items, which require maintenance, repair, or replacement, include but are not limited to,
the rear awning, gutters and downspouts; and chipping paint will be fully addressed to the City’s
satisfaction, within one year; and

5) That the applicant works with Staff to administratively approve any color changes to the awning
on the north elevation.

Vote: Mr. Jewell, yes; Ms. Damaser, yes; Mr. Alexander, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; and Mr. Cotter, yes.
[Approved 5-0]

Ms. Mullinax — The Master Sign Plan needed a motion and vote.

The Chair — Asked if the sign needed discussion since the public requested some changes. He asked if the
trellis was part of the sign.

Ms. Mullinax — The trellis was not included in the calculation but it was part of their brand and identity for
the Fox in the Snow.

Mr. Cotter — The sign concept covers the historic stone wall but it is reversible; he had no major opposition
to the sign proposal.

Ms. Cooper — The trellis adheres to the stone on the front.
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Mr. Rosenthal — That was not historically accurate and was discussed with Staff. Boston Ivy was not super
invasive as far as ivies go. Typically, the client would let the ivy grow up the wall and trim it around the
sign from time to time.

Mr. Alexander — Using a trellis attached to the mortar joints preserves and protects the building.

Ms. Damaser — With this wire trellis, the stones will still be visible and see the frontage that is impottant.
Mr. Jewell — The halo lighting will also help reveal the stone.

Mr. Alexander — In terms of the size of this, the mural has been approved for the fairy garden compared
to this is enormous. The intent that is part of the zoning is to have more creative, decorative, and better
signs.

Ms. Damaser moved and Mr. Cotter seconded, to approve the Master Sign Plan with the following condition:

1) That the applicant apply for permanent sign permits through Building Standards, prior to installing
the wall sign.

Vote: Mr. Alexander, yes; Ms. Cooper, yes; Mr. Jewell, yes; Mr. Cotter, yes; and Ms. Damaser, yes.
[Approved 5-0]

There was a quick break.

Ms, Holt read into the record another public comment for 143 S. Riverview Drive. Since the
determination has been made, on the advice of the attorney, it is acceptable to read it into the record,
now. The bottom line was this resident was in support of the demolition.
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